Utah’s Regulatory Authority to Protect and
Restore Water Quality

Designated Beneficial Uses
Clean Water Act Sections

Water Quality Standards

303, 304, 305, and 402
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Utah Lake Impairment Listings

2002 Utah Lake Total Dissolved Solids 4 — Agricultural

2002 Utah Lake Total Phosphorus 3B - Aquatic Life
2010 Utah Lake PCBs 3B - Aquatic Life
2016 Utah Lake Harmful algal bloom 2B - Recreational
2016 Provo Bay Ammonia 3B — Aquatic Life
2016 Provo Bay pH 3B — Aquatic Life

Utah Lake Uses

2B: Protected for infrequent primary contact recreation.

3B: Protected for warm water species of game fish and other warm water aquatic life,
including the necessary aquatic organisms in their food chain.

3D: Protected for waterfowl, shore birds and other water-oriented wildlife, including the
necessary aquatic organisms in their food chain.

4: Protected for agricultural uses including irrigation of crops and stock watering.
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EPA’s Nutrient Criteria: 2002 - 2004
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Western Forested Ecoregions (l1) 0.005
Wasatch and Uintah Mountains (19)

Xeric West Ecoregion (ll) 0.028 0.425 0.03 0.51
Central Basin and Range

Subecoregion (13)

Xeric West Ecoregion (ll) 0.02 0.553 0.003 0.15

Colorado Plateaus Subecoregion (20)
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Utah’s Nutrient Strategy

Headwater Numeric Nutrient Criteria
to protect pristine waters
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Utah’s Nutrient Strategy

Headwater Numeric Nutrient Criteria
to protect pristine waters

“Hold the Line” state-wide on
nutrients with Technology Based
Phosphorus Effluent Limit of 1 mg/L
by 1/1/2020
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Utah’s Nutrient Strategy

Headwater Numeric Nutrient Criteria

to protect pristine waters

“Hold the Line” state-wide on
nutrients with Technology Based

Phosphorus Effluent Limit of 1 mg/L

by 1/1/2020

Develop site-specific nutrient
standards for major waters

Continue nonpoint source project

implementation

Phosphorus and Dissolved Oxygen TMDLs
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Questions




